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DearSin 

I, Achim Kraus, declare as follows: 

1 . I am an invenl^jr of the subject matter daimed in ftie above-referenced patent 
application {the "Application"). 

2. In addition to being an inventor of the present Application, I am experienced in 
the design of windshield wiper devices, with over 20 years as engineers in this field. 

3. in recent years, the design of windshield wiper devices has been influenced by a 
concern over injury to a pedestrian in the case of impact vwth a vehicle and wfth the windshield 
wiper device. Based on studies, tests and s&nutfirtions. it is generally undersfcood in ttie field that 
an impact between a pedestrian and a windshield wper dewce will generally cause a force of 
between 1 000 N and 4000 N to be encount^d on the fastening <rf the windshield wrfper 
device. 

4. The Application Is generally directed to a windshield wiper device constructed to 
reduce protect the pedestrian in the case of an impact with the vehicle. Accordingly, the 
windshield wiper device with a bearing which is deteichably connected to the support such that 



the bearing separates from the support in the evrent of an incareased force on the wiper shaft due 
to impact with a pedestrian (e.g., encountering a force in or below the above range). 

5. 1 understand that, in an Office action dated June 8, 2010, the Examiner rejected 
the pending claims and contends that the limitation "such that the bearing separates from the 
support in the event of an increased force on the wiper shaft due to impact with a pedestrian" 
appears to be purely functional and does not define any particufar s&iKaum for the device which 
differentiates from the prior art. See Pages 3-4. 

6. Based upon my experience in the field, it is my opinion that an engineer or 
designer of windshield wiper devices understands the type of connection defined by the 
language in the claims and understands the forces that would or would not allow separation 
upon impact with a pedestrian^ 

7. Mone s^cafically. as set forth in tndeperKfent ptaim 1 of tito AppllcatkKi, the 
windshield wiper device includes at least one retaining dip that detachably connects the bearing 
to the support such that the bearing separates from the support in the event of an Increased 
force on the wiper shaft due to. impact vM<t a pedestrian. As is uncterstood in the field, the 
limitation in this context means that the bearing is connected to the support (by the at least one 
retaining clip)fn such a manner that the bearing will separate from the support when certain 
forces are appiied, such as upon impact with a pedesbian, to protect the pedestrian (e.g. to 
reduce the risk of injury). Therefore, the requirement thatthe bearing be "detachably 
connected" to the support (again, by the at least one retaining clip) defines staicture understood 
in the field. In addition, when exominifig a windshield wiper device, an engineer or designer of 
windshield wiper devices would be able to tell if that device includes the claimed "detachably 
connected" bearing and support:. 

8. I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true 
and that all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true; and further that 
these statements were made with the l<nowledge that willful false statements and the like so 
made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the 
United States Code and that such wilfful false statemnShts may jeopardize the validity of the 
application or any patent Issued thereon. 
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